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20 Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3.Q Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 
application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed on 8/8/08, with respect to the rejection(s) of claim(s) 1 - 21 
under 35 USC 103(a) have been fully considered and are persuasive. Therefore, the 
rejection has been withdrawn. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 1-3, 5-8, 1 1 , 12, 13, 17, and 19-21, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) 
as being anticipated by Moore (US 2005/0052465). 

As per claims 1,11, and 12, Moore teaches a keyboard video mouse (KVM) 
switch for a plurality of computers to share a plurality of manipulating devices with 
different connection agreements, the KVM switch (Fig. 2, 116) comprising: 

a plurality of first interfaces (Fig. 2, PS2) connected to the manipulating device to 
receive a plurality of first electrical signals ([0022]), where each of the electrical signals 
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complies with the connection agreement of its source manipulating devices (Fig. 2, 1 18 
and 1 20) and each of the first interfaces has a first converting device to convert the first 
electrical signals into a standard packet; (Fig. 2, 1 16, [0023]) 

a switch device (Fig. 2, 126, [0023]), which arranges the routing of the standard 
packets between the manipulating devices and the computers according to a path 
selection setting; and 

a plurality of second interfaces (Fig. 2, 102) connected to the computers, where 
each of the second interfaces has a second converting device to convert the standard 
packets received from the switch device into a second electrical signal complying with 
the connection agreement of the connected computer.(Moore teaches a packet 
encoding device according to a path selection setting [0125] Lines 12-18 and [0136] 
Lines 3 - 5) 

As per claims 2 and 1 3, Moore teaches wherein each of the electrical signals is 
selected from the group comprising a keyboard signal and a mouse signal. (Moore; 
Figure 2 Items 118 and 120, Paragraph [0022] Lines 1 -4) 

As per claim 3, 7, 17,19, and 20, Moore teaches wherein the KVM switch allows 
a plurality of local and remote computers to share a plurality of local manipulating 
devices, further Moore also teaches wherein the network device contains a network 
card (Moore; Figure 3 Item 146) which connects to the packet encoding and decoding 
device (Moore; Figure 3 Item 138); and a first port (Moore; Figure 3 [link between Items 
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144 and 146]); and a plurality of wireless ports (Moore; Paragraph [0134] Lines 5-11), 
one of which connects to the other KVM switch (Moore; Figure 2 Item 134) Further, 
Moore also teaches wherein the paths of the local and remote electrical signals are 
switched by a CPU according to a path selection setting (Moore; Paragraph [0125] 
Lines 12-18) and Paragraph [0136] Lines 3 -5) 

As per claims 5, 6, and 21, Moore also teaches wherein the network packet 
transmitted to other KVM switches uses a CPU to perform encoding and decoding 
(Moore; Figure 5 Item 158, Paragraphs [0035] - [0036]) 

As per claim 8, Moore teaches wherein the network device further contains a 2- 
way switch connected to the second port for selecting between an Ethernet (a plurality 
of wireless ports (Moore; Paragraph [0134] Lines 5-11)), and another KVM switch. 
(Moore; Figure 2 Item 134) 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 



Claims 4 and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
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US Patent Application Publication No. 2005/0052465 (hereinafter Moore) in view 
of US Patent No. 6,567,869 (hereinafter Shirley, sited as prior art 08/15/08). 

As per claims 4 and 18, Moore does not teach wherein the network packet has a 
network overhead section. However, Shirley teaches a KVM switch that communicated 
using packets. The packets have a header section (Shirley; Col 3 Lines 19 - 24). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to have modified the teachings of Moore to include the 
network overhead section because doing so allows for identification of the recipient of 
the communication (Shirley; Col 3 Lines 19 - 24). 

Claims 9 and 10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
US Patent Application Publication No. 2005/0052465 (hereinafter Moore) in view of the 
Examiner's taking of Official Notice. 

Moore does not explicitly teach wherein the interfaces contain UART's and a half- 
duplex processor. 

However, the Examiner has taken Official Notice that UART's and half-duplex 
communications are well known in the art of data communications. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to have modified the teachings of Moore to include the 
UART's and half-duplex communications because doing so allows the KVM to 
communicate with the attached peripherals and computers. 
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Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Tammara Peyton whose telephone number is (571) 
272-4157. The examiner can normally be reached between 6:30 - 4:00 from Monday to 
Thursday, (I am off every first Friday), and 6:30-3:00 every second Friday. If attempts to 
reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Tariq 
Hafiz can be reached on (571 ) 272-6729. The fax phone number for the organization 
where this application or proceeding is assigned is (571 ) 273-8300. Any inquiry of a 
general nature of relating to the status of this application should be directed to the 
Group receptionist whose telephone number is (571) 272-2100. 

/Tammara R Peyton/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2182 

November 19,2008 



